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Crime in the United States has Been on the Increase
fon the past 50 years hut, it haa Become a major puBlic
issue OTer the last twenty five years.
it is generally assumed that crime represents a very
special problem for those age groups that are the most
vulnerable to certain types of victimization, and it has
Been seen that fear is greater among Blacks than whites,
females than males and lower income people than higher
Income people.
The purpose of this study is to examine the relatioa?-
ship Between socio-demographic characteristics, previous
experience of criminal victimization, and fear of crime
in two cities in the United States. The socio demographic
variables to Be studied are age, race, sex,and income.
Previous experience of victimization is included in this
study B^^se it has’ Been found tc' affect the relation¬
ships Between the other independent variables and the fear
of crime.
JL
The conceptual framework is hasett on previous studies
of the patterns of victimization. Skogan and Klecka 1977
report suggest that there are three factors that affect the
likelihood of criminal victimization. (1) Tulnerahility(2)Availability and (3) Desirability.
Previous research in this area lead to the formulation
of five major hypotheses.
(1) Older people are likely to fear crime more than
do younger people.
C2) Blacks are more likely to fear crime than whites.
(3) Females of both races fear crime more than do
males of both races.
(4) People with lower: income fear crime more than do
those with higher incomes.
(5) a. People who have been victims of crime have
a greater fear than those who have not.
b. Further, we speculate that the relationship
listed in hypotheses 1-4, will hold among
both groups previous victims as well as those
who have not been victimized.
The data used in this study was obtained from "fear
of crime" surveys in New York City and San Diego. For the
dependent variable, the questions are 1. how safe do you
feel or would you feel being out alone in your neighbor¬
hood at night?
2. "How about during the day- how safe do you feel or
would you feel being out alone in your neighborhood?"
In relation to the five hypotheses, the findings
related to hypotheses 1-4, were confirmed for each of the
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hypotheses. For non victims 5t> was confirmed. For victims
51) was confirmed only for sex. The differences in fear not
significaat hy age, race or income.
The findings in this study will contribute toward the
body of systematic knowledge which is indispensable for
the formulation of rational policies and programs.
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1
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
The purpose of this study is to examine the relation¬
ships between socio-demographic characteristics, previous
experience of criminal victimization, and fear of crime in
two cities in the United States. The socio-demographic
variables to be studied are age, race, sex, and income.
Previous experience of victimization is included in this
study because it has been found to affect the relationships
between the other independent variables and the fear of crime.
Figure 1. Socio-Demographic Characteristics
and Fear of Crime
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REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE
It was during the 1960's that crime began to be a major
public issue. Many factors can account for this. Parsonage
(1979), cites three reasons why crime drew strong attention
and became a major public issue in the 60's: (1) Over-
populated cities were considered responsible for high
percentages of crime; (2) The Civil Rights Movement of the
60's raised widespread concern about racial conflicts; and
(3) Increases in unemployment raised the danger of compen¬
satory crime among the poor.
The official statistics show that crime has been
steadily increasing over the past ten years and people have
good reason for concern. Yet, the President's Commission on
Law Enforcement (1967), stressed the lack of adequate research
on determinants of anxiety over possible victimization.
Furstenberg (1971), offers two different explanations
to account for the sharp rise in public concern. First,
people's irrational reaction to rapid social change, and
second, people's rational (justified) reaction to social
change. He argues, however, that behind the concern for the
increasing crime rate is a resentment of social change and
resistance to further alteration of the status quo. He goes
on to say that this fear comes from racial and economic
conflicts surfacing over the past ten years.
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The Department of Justice (1974), argues that the fear
of crime is rational and justified. Its statistics have
shown alarming increases in the amount of crime being
committed; therefore, the public has due cause for concern.
Many researchers believe that the fear of crime is out of
proportion to the objective probability of being victimized
(U. S. Department of Justice, 1974). Further, the crimes
people fear most, those of personal violence, are those which
occur least (President's Commission on Law Enforcement, 1974).
Sensational journalism and the tendency in the mass media to
stereotype crime as always violent contribute to this
irrational fear. On the other hand, regardless of the extent
to which the widespread fear of crime is rational or
irrational, the fact is that fear is increasing and demands
attention. The rate of female victimization on the street,
for example, may be only twelve per thousand population
(Department of Justice, 1974). It is logical to assume,
however, that if 60% of females are afraid to walk alone in
the neighborhood at night, the consequences are great.
There is no consensus as to which segment of the
population is most fearful of crime. Some survey data
indicate that those least in danger are the most afraid
(Harris Poll, 1969). On the other hand, Biderman, et al.,
(1967) , suggest that residents of high crime areas also
display substantial fear of victimization. There are also
varying beliefs as to who is the most afraid of crime.
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Reiss (1979), has shown that fear is the most intensive
among residents of ghetto areas, and low income blacks.
However, Furstenberg (1971), states that fear is most intense
in those who are the most prejudiced, or those who have
experienced victimization before.
Age
It is generally assiimed that crime represents a very
special problem for those age groups that are the most
vulnerable to certain types of victimization.
Evidence suggests that fear of being victimized exists
throughout the elderly population (Kahana et al, 1969).
Because of the fear of crime, the elderly may choose to stay
at home and withdraw from the life of the community under the
assumption that they are safer and less exposed in their homes
While they may, in fact, be relatively safe in their homes,
they pay a substantial price for this security in terms of
lost or spoiled social contacts and supports. Perhaps more
importantly, when crime follows them into their home, the
self-defined prisoners are often left with no havens of
safety at all. (Anttmes et al, 1977).
Conklin (1976), found that victimization of persons
over 60 years of age is less likely, but the elderly have a
greater chance of being robbed while they are in their homes
and are more prone to be assaulted and to have purses snatched
On the other hand, Conklin's report shows that younger people
have higher rates of victimization in comparison to the
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elderly. Hindelang's report (1976), agrees with the findings
that total personal victimization is greater in the 16-19
age group and declines as age increases.
Goldsmith (1976), compiled a list of reasons why the
elderly should be considered a special problem because of the
fear of victimization. Goldsmith includes a number of factors
which tend to indicate the special vulnerability of older
citizens to criminal attack. These factors include: (1)
Older people have diminishing physical strength and stamina.
They are less able to defend themselves or to escape from
threatening situations; (2) Older people are physically more
fragile and more easily hurt should they try to defend them¬
selves. For example, bones are more easily broken, and
recovery is more difficult. Thus, they are more likely to
suffer from physical ailments such as loss of hearing or
sight, arthritis, and circulatory problems which increase
their vulnerability.
Race
It has been shown in the report of the Dayton-San Jose
Pilot Survey of Victimization by the U. S. Department of
Justice (1974), that there is more fear of crime among blacks
than among whites. There is also a difference between the
risk of crime, as measured by victimization rates, and con¬
cern about crime. Whites feel safe in their own neighborhoods,
but are considerably more likely to feel that their chance of
being victimized is higher than others.
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Savitz et al., (1978), report the results of interviews
with black and white juveniles that were attending various
schools in Philadelphia. The findings indicate that blacks
are more likely than whites to engage in the adaptive
response of avoidance and carrying a weapon. White students
are somewhat more likely than nonwhite students to fear
victimization, and apparently adapt differently.
Sex
Researchers have devoted considerable attention during
the past three decades to the study of female and male
victims. It has been shown that males in both racial groups
have rates of personal victimization that are substantially
greater than those of their female counterparts.
Feyerhern (1976), and Hindelang (1976), for example,
selected a sample of white high school students from a
medium-sized city. The results showed that males are only
slightly more likely than females to report having been
victimized, but that females are substantially more likely
than males to indicate that they are fearful when walking on
neighborhood streets after dark.
Income
Hindelang (1976), found that for both whites and blacks
victimization decreased as family income increased. The
findings are in agreement with the ones reported by Ennis
(1976) , using data from the National Victimization Survey
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conducted in 1966, for the President's Commission on Law
Enforcement and Administration of Justice (1974). Ennis
reported (1976), that fear of walking alone in neighborhoods
at night was associated with income among whites, but not
among blacks and others. Skogan and Klecka (1977), indicated
that rates of household victimization by larcency, burglary,
and vehicle theft were found to increase with income.
Experience of Victimization
Skogan and Klecka (1977) found that: (1) Assaults and
robberies are crimes against persons; they involve direct
physical contact between victim and offender; (2) A weapon
is often used in these crimes, especially when the assailant
is an adult, and many of them lead to serious injuries. The
difference between the two is the intent of the perpetrator.
Robberies involve thefts of property or cash, while offenders
in assault cases presmably meant only to inflict some degree
of harm upon their victims.
Skogan and Klecka (1977) , found that being robbed once
or twice had a powerful effect upon its victims, for it is an
offense that combines many of the most feared elements of
crime. It is usually perpetrated by strangers. The victim
is mostly hurt while trying to defend himself, and weapons
are most often employed. Their report also indicated that
people react differently to certain types of crime. The
victims of crime other than robbery uniformly reported that
they were less fearful of walking the street of their
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neighborhoods at night. Those who experienced crimes which
do not involve personal confrontations between the victims
and the perpetrators appeared less afraid than those
victimized by force.
CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWOEK
According to Skogan and Klecka (1977), previous
studies of the patterns of victimization suggest that three
factors affect the likelihood of criminal victimization.
The first is vulnerability. Vulnerability is mostly re¬
lated to age and sex. Older people are less able to defend
themselves in the event of robbery, assault, and purse
snatching, in contrast to younger people. Females are con¬
sidered to be most vulnerable in comparison to both races.
The second factor is desirability of a potential target of
crime. That is, expensive items, those worth stealing, are
more likely to be stolen. The third factor is one's
availability as a target. Skogan states that while some
persons- or households may not be particularly attractive
targets for crime, they may be in neighborhoods where the
potential criminals live or hang out. Some people are
more likely than others to live in neighborhoods where
people are unemployed, where legitimate opporttinities
appear to be foreclosed, where areas are overpopulated by
yotmg males who commit most predatory crime, and where
many youngsters' activities are unsupervised.
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In talking about availability in regard to income and
race, we see that people become available targets because of
having to live in neighborhoods that are high crime areas.
For example, lower-income people can only live in poorer
neighborhoods where there is not very much police protection
(Vetterman, 1978) . Vetterman has also shown in his study
that blacks are most often the available targets in
comparison to whites of both sexes.
HYPOTHESES
Given the findings from previous research, the follow¬
ing hypotheses seem plausible:
(1) Older people are likely to fear crime more
than younger people.
(2) Blacks are more likely to fear crime than
whites.
C3) Females of both races fear crime more than
males of both races.
(4) People with lower income fear crime more
than those with higher incomes.
C.5) a. People who have been victims of crime
have a greater fear than those who have not.
b. Further, we speculate that the relation¬
ship listed in hypotheses 1-4, will hold
among both groups of previous victims as
well as those who have not been victimized.
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RESEARCH METHODS
The data used in this study were obtained from "fear
of crime" surveys in New York City and San Diego. For the
dependent variable, the questions are: (1) How safe do
people feel alone in their neighborhoods at night?;
(2) How safe do people feel alone in their neighborhoods
during the day?
The socio-demographic variables are: (1) Age: The
respondent's age group at last birthday; (2) Race: What
is respondent's origin or descent?; (3) Sex: Male or
Female; (4) Income: What was the total income of this
family during the past 12 months? The questions concerning
victimization experiences are: (a) Was the respondent
robbed during the past 12 months?; (b) Was the respondent
assaulted during the past 12 months?; (c) Was the
respondent's house burglarized during the past 12 months?
The data were collected by the U.S. Bureau of The
Census under contract with the Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration, U.S. Department of Justice. The number of
respondents was 1998.
The statistical measure used in this study is
Ch-i-Square. Chi-Sqioare is usually used to determine if a
certain distribution differs from a predetermined theoreti¬
cal distribution. Chi-Square seems appropriate in analyzing




This section is concerned with the data analysis.
It is organized in the following order:
A. Sample Characteristics
B. Patterns of Fear of Crime
C. Tests of Hypotheses
A. Sample Characteristics (Table 1)
Table 1 provides the percentage distribution of the
sample respondents in San Diego and New York City by each
characteristic. In regard to age, it is observed that the
New York sample is somewhat older than that of San Diego.
In the race distribution, most respondents are found to be
white in both cities. However, New York had more black
population than did San Diego. In the sex distribution, it
has been observed that the larger percent of respondents in
San Diego are males, while in New York the females outnumber
the male resondents. The income distribution is essentially
the same between San Diego and New York.
B. Patterns of Fear of Crime (Table 2)
On the whole, the majority of respondents in both
cities feel safer in the daytime compared to nighttime.
The respondents in New York feel more unsafe in day and
nighttime compared to those in San Diego.
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C. Tests of Hypotheses
Hypothesis 1. Older people are more likely to fear
criiiie thah are younger pedple^
The data in Tables 3 through 6 show the patterns of fear
of crime by age. Older people generally fear crime more than
do younger people, and their fear is greater at night
compared to the daytime in both cities.
The statistical analysis indicates that Hypothesis 1
can be accepted as stated. The Chi-Square analysis shows
significance in both day and nighttime.
Hypothesis 2. Blacks are more likely to fear crime than
are whites-.
Tables 7 through 10 present the patterns of fear of
crime among white and black populations, respectively in
San Diego and New York City.
Throughout, blacks feel proportionately more unsafe
than do whites, both in the daytime and at night. Chi-
Sqiiare is also significant throughout except for San Diego
at night.
Hypothesis 3. Female's- of both races fear crime more than
do inialea of both races\
Tables 11 through 14 show the patterns of fear of
crime by sex. Through Chi-Sqtiare the tables indicate that
Hypothesis 3 can be accepted as stated. It has been
confirmed that in both cities females fear crime at a
greater percent than males, whether day or nighttime.
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Hypothesis 4. Febple with lower ihcbme fear crime' more
than' do those' with higher ihcbtries.
The data in Tables 15 through 18 show the patterns
of fear of crime by income.
By using the statistical measure chi-square.
Hypothesis 4 can be accepted as stated. It is observed
that throughout these tables, as income increases, the fear
of crime declines.
Hypothesis 5a. People who have been victims of crime have
a greater fear than thbse who have hot.
The data in Tables 19 through 30 show the patterns of
fear of crime by previous victimization (robbery, assault,
and burglary).
The significance of chi-square shows clearly that
people who have previous experience of victimization fear
crime at a much greater degree when compared to those who
have not been victimized.
It has been observed that people in San Diego and
New York who have experienced robbery before fear crime
almost twice as high when compared to those who have not,
both in day and nighttimes.
When observing victims and non-victims by assault,
it is shown that victims and non-victims fear crime at
almost the same level; however, non-victims * fear is
slightly higher in both cities except for San Diego during
the day when victims' fear is higher.
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When observing victims and non-victims by burglary,
it is shown that victims of burglary fear crime at a much
higher degree than those who have not been victimized, in
both day and nighttimes, in both cities.
Hypothesis 5b. Further, we speculate that the
felatiohships listed in Hypotheses 1-4
will hold among both groups: previous
victims as well as those who have hot
been victimized.
The data in Tables 31 through 34 show the results of
statistical tests of association between fear of crime and
each of the four independent variables -- age, race, sex,
and income — separately for victims and non-victims.
On the whole, for victimized people there were no
significant differences in the fear of crime by age, race,
and income, but there were significant differences by sex
in both cities, day and night. On the other hand, for non¬
victims the relationships showed significant differences in
the fear of crime by age, race, sex, and income, most
strongly with sex in both cities-, day and night. Therefore,
resiilts show that females, whether victimized before or
never victimized, still fear crime more than do males in
both cities.
There were only few exceptions to these conclusions.
For example, it is interesting to note that people in
San Diego who have been victims of robbery show no
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significant differences by income, both day and nighttime,
but in New York they do, again in both day and nighttime.
When observing burglary by age, however, it was
noticed that people victimized in New York have no signifi¬
cant differences in the fear of crime, but those in San
Diego were seen to have significant differences.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS
This study is deemed to be important in the fact that
it has observed the patterns of fear of crime in relation to
the changing characteristics of the community such as, age,
race, sex, and income, indicating the vulnerable categories
of population who are essential to decision-making on any
policy pertaining to prevention of crime in society.
James Wilson states (1979, p. 21), that "predatory
crime does not merely victimize individuals, it impedes and,
in the extreme cases, prevents the formation and maintenance
of commxanity." Similar concerns had earlier been voiced by
McIntyre (1967), in her discussion of the significance of
the fear of crime as revealed by surveys of public attitudes.
Social interaction is reduced and people restrict their
activities. She goes on to say that people forego oppor¬
tunities for pleasure and cultural enrichment, and they
become less sociable and more suspicious. The level of
interaction and mutual trust in society is reduced. Public
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places become less safe than they might otherwise be.
People tend to cling together more in groups for protection.
The society needs to pull together programs and
government policies which will create funds to support a
more widespread system of security and eliminate over¬
crowding in neighborhoods, which causes crime to rise.
FURTHER RESEARCH
It is desirable that an indepth analysis be made by
taking a larger sample at the national level. Since the
study is based on 1977 data, the trends over time are not
known. It is desirable to take the observations over a
period of time. Finally, the study leaves room for
several other variables to be included.
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TABLE 1. Distribution of Sampled Respondents by Selected Characteristics
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$0-5. 990 27.0 25.2
$6,000-9.999 19.9 19.8
$10,000-14.999 23.3 28.4
$15,000 or more 29.9 26.6
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TABLE 2. Patterna of Fear of Crime Among Resoondencs
In San Diego and New York (2)
Fear of Crime San Diego New York
(N - 980) (N - .0007)
Day Night Day Night
Very Safe 76.3 33.3 41.6 11.8
Reasonably Safe 21.2 40.2 44.2 36.9
Somewhat Unsafe 1.8 17.0 10.0 24.5
i
Very Unsafe 0.6 9.5 4.2 26.7 J
1
1
LEGEND; For Tables 3-30
VS - Very Safe
RS - Reasonably Safe
SO - Somewhat Unsafe
VU - Very Unsafe
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Patterns of Fear of Crime by Age for
Day and Nighttime in San Diego and New York C7,)
Table 3.
Fear by Age
Patterns of Fear of Crime by Age for San Diego Daytime
Age VS PS SU VU TOTAL N
16-26 77.2 19.9 2.4 0.5 100.0 377
27-39 82.0 16.7 1.4 0.0 100.0 222
40-64 74.3 22.3 2.1 0.7 100.0 232
65-K 64.6 33.3 o-.o- 2.0 100'. 0 99
Table 4.
- 19.32 df - 9 Signf level - 0.02
Patterns of Fear of Crime by Age for San Diego Nighttime
Age VS SS STI vir TOTAL N
16-26 39.1 36.2 16.5 3.2 100.0 376
27-39 36.5 42.3 15.3 5.0 100.0 222
40-64 28.7 45.4 16.3 9.6 100.0 232
654^ 17.2 35'. 4 23.2 24.2 100^0- 99
X^ - 49.03 df - 9 Signf level -0.00
Table S. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Age for New York Daytime
Age VS KS- . SU’ VS TOTAL' N
16-26 45.5 45.5 6.5 2.5 100.0
27-39 45.1 40.6 9.8 4.5 100.0 266 j
40-64 40.3 44.3 10.6 4.9 100.0 350 1
654^ 27.4 49.6 17.7 5.3 100'. 0 113 i
X^ - 21.80 df - 9 Signf level -0.00 j
L'aoie b. Fattem of Fear of Crime by Age for New York Nighttime i
Age VS HS Sir W TOTAL N 1
16-26 16.5 41.0 23.4 19.1 100.0 278 i
1
27-39 . 14.7 41.4 22.9 21.1 loa.o 266 1
40-64 3.6 33.4 23.9 19.1 100.0 350 1
65+ 3-. 5 27.4 17.7 51.3 100.0 113 :
X^ - 64.263 df - 9 Signf level - 0.000 ;
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?acceras of Fear of Crime by Race for
Day and Nlghctime in San Diego and New York (7.)
Fear by Race
Table 7. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Race for San Diego Daytime
Fan Dleso. Day VS RB SU VD TOTAL N
Uhite 77.8 20.2 1.6 0.4 100.0 913
Black 56.7 35. B 4.5 3.0 200-.0 67
- 20.18 if • 3 Signf level - 0.000
Table 3. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Race for San Diego Nighttime
San Dieao, Niaht VS RS SIX VIT TOTAL N
White 33.4 40.5 16.7 9.4 100.0 912
Black 31.3 37.3 2D-.9 10-.4 100.0 67
- 0.96 df ■ 3 Signf level - 0.810
Table 9. Patterns of Fear of Crime bv Race for New York Daytime
Jew Yoric. Day VS RS STI VD TOTAL N
White 45.4 43.1 3.4 3.1 100.0 796
Black 27.1 43-. 6 16.2 3M 100.0 210
- 34.15 if - 3 Signf level - 0.000
Table 10 Pattams of Fear of Crime by Race for New York Nighttime
Jew York. Niaht VS RS STT VU TOTAL N •
White U.2 38.6 25.7 23.5 100.0 797
Black 10.5 3D.5 2D-.0 39^0 lOO’.O 210




Pactems of Fear of Crime by Sex for
Day and Nighttime In San Diego and New York (%)
Fear b'y Sex
Table 11. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Income for San Diego Daytime
San Diego. Day VS RS SXJ VXJ TOTAL N
Male 84.1 15.1 0.4 0.4 100.0 517
Female 67.6 23.1 3.5 0.9 100.0 463
X2- 41.60 if « 3 Signf level - 0.000
Table 12. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Sex for San Diego Nighttime
San Diego, Might VS- RS StI VXJ TOTAL N
Male 47.4 M.9 6.8 2.9 100.0 517
Female 17.5- 37.2 2S.4 16.9 100.0 462
- 184.536 df - 3 Signf level « 0.000
Table 13. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Sex for New York Daytime
New York, Day VS RS SXJ VU TOTAL N
Male 50.6 40.4 7.2 1.8 100.0 488
Female 33-. 0 47.9 12.7 6.4 100.0 518
X2 - 42.03 df ■ 3 Signf level ■ 0.000
Table 14. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Sex for New York Nighttime
New York. Night VS RS SXJ VXJ TOTAL N
Male 18.0 45'. 4 21.7 14.9 100.0 489
Female 6.0 29.0 27.2 37.8- lOO-.O 518
X^ - 101.688 df - 3 Signf level - 0.000
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Patterns of Fear of Crime by Income for
Day and Nighttime in San Diego and New York (7.)
Fear by income
Table 15. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Income for San Diego Daytime
Income VS RS SIT VO TOTAL N
$0-5,999 64.8 30.4 3.2 1.6 100.0 253
$6,000-9.999 74.2 22.1 2.7 0.0 100.0 253
$10,000-14,999 77.5 21.1 1.4 0.0 100.0 218
$15.0004- 36.4 13'. 2 0.4 0.0 100.0 230
x^. 41.384 df - 9 Signf level - 0.000
Table 16. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Income for San Diego
Income VS KS SO VO ■ TOTAL N
$0-5,999 22.5 37.2 24.1 16.2 100.0 253
$6,000-9,999 35.5 38.9 16.8 10.3 100.0 185
$10,000-14,999 31.2 47.2 14.7 6.9 100.0 213
$15,0004- 44.6 38.9 12.9 3.6 100.0 280
X2 . 59.296 df - 9 Signf level - 0.000
Table 17. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Income for New York Daytime
Income VS KS SU VO TOTAL N
$0-5’, 999 25.9 51.3 15.2 7.6 100.0 224
$6,000-9,999 35.3 47.7 10.3 5.7 100.0 253
$10,000-14,999 43.3 44.3 9.9 2.0 100.0 252
$15.0004- 58.1 33.9 5.5 2.5 100.0 236
x2 . 61.064 df - 9 Signf level - 0.000
Table IS. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Income for New York Nighttime
Income VS KS STJ VO TOTAL N
$0-5,999 9.4 32.6 23.2 34.3 100.0 224
$6,000-9,999 7.9 40.1 23.7 23.2 100.0 177
$10,000-14,999 10.7 40.5 27.0 21.8 100.0 252
$15.0004- 18.2 36.0 25.8 19.9 100.0 236
1 X2 - 27.380 df - 9 sistnf level - 0.001
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Fattens of Fear of Crime by Robbery for
Day and NlghttdCme in San Diego and Nev York (7.)
Fear br Robbery
Table 19. Fattens of Fear of Crime by Robbery for
Non-Victims in San Diego Daytime
Victims and
San DieRO. Dar VS RS SC VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims- 77.5 20.0 1.3 0.7 100.0 883
Victims 66.0 32.0 2.1 2.0 100.0 883
. 8.043 df - 3 Signf level • 0.045
Table 20. Fattens of
Non-Victims
Fear of Crime by Robbery for Victims
in San Diego Nighttime
and
San Dieao, N’isb.t VS RS SU VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 33.9 40.7 16.9 8.6 100.0 840
Victims- 28.1 36.5 17.7 17.7 100.0 8.33
- 8.820 df - 3 Signf level ■ 0.031
Table 21. Fattens of Fear of Crime by Robbery for
Non-Victims in New- York Daytime
Victims and
New* York, Dar VS RS STT VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 43.3 45.0 8.2 3.5 100.0 340
Victims 32.5 40.4 19.3 7.3 100.0 166
x2. 27.830 df - 3 Signf level - 0.000
Table 22. Fattens of
Non Victims
Fear of Crime by Robbery for Victims
in New- York Nighttime
and
New York, Night VS RS SU VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 12.5 39.1 24.4 24.0 100.0 841
Victims 8.4 25.9 25.3 40.3 100.0 166
X2. 22.390 df - 3 Signf level - 0.000
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PaCCexns of Fear of Crime by Assault for
Day and Nighttime in San Diego and New York (%)
Fear by Assault
Table 23. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Assault for
Non-Victims in San Diego Daytime
Victims and
San Diego, Day VS ItS SO vu TOTAL N
Non-Victims 76.3 21.3 1.9 0.5 100.0 802
Victims 36.4 2D.3 1.7 1.1 100.0 178
jl - 0.975 df ■ 3 Signf level ■ 0.807
Table 24. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Assault for Victims
Non-Victims in San Diego Nighttime
and
aan Diego, Night VS SS 3U VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 32.2 42.3 16.0 9.6 100.0 802
Victims 38.4 31.1 21.8 9'.0 100.0 177
- 8.859 df - 3 ■ Signf level » 0.031
-Table 25. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Assault for
Non-Victims in New York Daytime
Victims and
New York, Day VS FS SU VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 41.7 44.4 9.8 21.1 100.0 397
Victims 40.4 43.1 11.9 4.6 100.0 109
X^ - 0.558 df - 3 Signf level - 0.905
Table 26. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Assault for
Non-Victims in New York Nighttime
Victims and
New York. Night VS FS SD VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 11.5 37.6 24.1 26.3 100.0 898
Victims 14.7 31.2 28.4 25.5 100.0 109
X^ - 2.751 df - 3 Signf level • 0.431
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Patterns of Fear of Crime of Burglary for
Day and Nighttime in San Diego and New York (%)
Table 27. Patterns of
Non-VinCims
San Diego. Dav VS
Tear b'Y BCrglarv
Fear of Crime by Burglary .for Victims and
in San Diego Daytime
FS SO VU TOTAL N
Non-Victims 75.4 22.7 1.3 0.5 100.0 745
Victims 79-. 1 16.6 3.4 0.9 100'. 0 235
- 7,866 df - 3 Signf level ■ 0.048
Table 28. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Burglary for Victims and
Non-'Victims in San Diego Nighttime
San Diego, Night VS BS 3U VO TOTAL N
Non-Victims 32.5 42.3 16.2 9.0 100.0 745
Victims 35'.9 .33.3 19.2 11.1 100.0 234
X^ - 5.615 df - 3 Signf level ■ 0.131
Table 29. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Burglary for Victims and
Non-•Victims in New York Daytime
New York, Day VS RS SU- VO TOTAL N
Non-Victims 43.0 43.5 9.6 4.0 100.0 803
Victims 36.0 47.3 11.8 4.9 100'. 0 203
X^ . 5.598 df - 3 Signf level ■ 0.308
Table 30. Patterns of Fear of Crime by Burglary-for Victims and
Non--Victims in New York Nighttime
New York, Night VS RS SIT VO TOTAL N
Non-Victims 12.8 37.6 23.3 26.4 100.0 804
Victims- 7.9 34.5 29.6 23.1 100.0 203
X^ - 5.546 df - 3 Signf level - 0.087
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Table 31 Results of Statistical Tests of Association
between Age and Fear cf'Crime, For VictirBs





Robbery D 28.9 .009 16.0 .067
N 52.0 .000 44.7 .000
Assault D 11.1 .254 7.9 .627
il 16.7 .052 9.7 .■578
3urbla.rt D 16.7 .053 12.8 .173
U 22.9 .000 8.7 .473
lior. Victims
Robbery B 2.4 .832 12.184 .203
N 9.5 .357 . 25.357 .002
Assault B U.4 .107 23.679
I
.004
R 35.4 .000 6l .255 .000
Burijlary D 13.2 .157 20.619 .014
N 41 .8 .000 57.461 .000
latle 32 Results of Statistical Tests of Association
between Race and Pear of ’Criine, For Victiais
an# Hon Victims, bT Type of Victimization (%)
SAN DIECO NEW YCSK'A
Victims ..»2 Sifnf y2■ 5££nf .
Robbery D <i.7 .060 y .ORA 77.7
N 7.n .R7S ? .863 .412.
Assault D 11 .5 ftno q.ROQ .267
H n.2 4.000 .1?7
Burglary D .ots" .l’l4
N 1.? .7R6 5.388 .001
non Victims
Robbery 3 17 ono 17. i. .000 !
N n.fl .SRO 10.7
• 1
.000 1
Assault 3 it.^ .004 7<l.<J .000
H n .fl .SR4 18.« .000
Burglary D It.7 .ont 75 .6 .000
N n .Q 004 30.0 .ooo
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Table 33 Results of Statistical Tests of Association
between jex and Pear of'Cricie, For Victims
aiuf Non Victims, by Type of Victimization (%)
SAW DIIGO niM YORK i
Victir^s *2. Sf 9x2 . Sijnf. ... j
Robbery D 6.4 .041 13.7 .003 !
N 13.6 .009 13.9 .005 i
Assault D 21.3 .000 16.7
i
.000 1
N 91.2 .000 19.6 .000
Burglary D ^ 15.2 .004 ■ 15.9 .001
N 53.4 .000 21.9 .000
Non Victims
Robbery D 39.q .000 74.2 .000
if 132.2 .000 57.8 .000
Assault D 29.1 .000 30.7 .000
a 141 .a .000 83.9 .cxio
Huriclarr D 28.3 .000 27.8 .QCO
N 135., .Ooa 79.5 .000
f
fafcle 34 Results of Statistical Tests of Association
between income and Fear of‘Crirae, For Victims
an<f Son Victims, by Type of Victimization (%)
Victims
SAS DIECO 1 HEV; yORX i
X- Sisnf Sisr-f
Robbery D S.l .aoo 2F.0 .008
H
Assault 0
<5.8 .75? 31 .0 .000
7.1 -fiOo 10.0 .4R4
S
Burglary D
1 0 Q -lA-i 24.0 .006
. 11 .a .o?6 IR.I .022 '
N 10.0 -Oia 10.0 .IFO
Son Victims





ao 0 .000 12.5 .185
10-0 .000 aq.2 .ooo
«
Burslary D
at .0 .noo 70. ii .015
If,. A .non L&.l .000
N an A .rno 2a. A .005
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